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ANNEX 1: GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

DEFINITIONS 

Unless the context dictates otherwise, the following terms will have the following meanings: 

“Replacement cost for houses and other structures” means the prevailing cost of replacing 

affected structures, in an area and of the quality similar to or better than that of the affected 

structures. Such costs will include: (a) transporting building materials to the construction site; (b) 

any labour and contractors’ fees; and (c) any registration costs. 

“Resettlement Assistance” means the measures to ensure that Affected Persons and Displaced 

Persons under various investments who may require to be physically relocated are provided with 

assistance during relocation, such as moving allowances, residential housing or rentals whichever 

is feasible and as required, for ease of resettlement. 

“The Resettlement Policy Framework (RPF)’ is an instrument to be used throughout by the  

REA, and KPLC during the implementation. The RPF sets out the resettlement objectives and 

principles, organizational arrangements and funding mechanisms for any resettlement that may be 

necessary during investments implementation. The RPF guides the preparation of Resettlement 

Action Plans of individual investments in order to meet the needs of the people who may be 

affected by the project. The Resettlement Action Plans (“RAPs”) for various projects will therefore 

be prepared in conformity with the provisions of this RPF. 

“Census” means a field survey carried out to identify and determine the number of Projected 

Affected Persons (PAP) or Displaced Persons (DPs) as a result of land acquisition and related 

impacts under various investments. The census provides the basic information necessary for 

determining eligibility for compensation, resettlement and other measures emanating from 

consultations with affected communities and the local government institutions (LGIs). 

“Cut-off date” is the date of commencement of the census of project-affected persons, within 

various projects, when those who will move to the area after the time of census will not be 

compensated. 

“Displaced Persons” mean persons who, for reasons due to involuntary acquisition or voluntary 

contribution of their land and other assets under the various investments, will suffer direct 

economic and or social adverse impacts, regardless of whether or not the said Displaced Persons 

are physically relocated. These people may have their: standard of living adversely affected, 

whether or not the Displaced Person will move to another location; lose right, title, interest in any 

houses, land (including premises, agricultural and grazing land) or any other fixed or movable 

assets acquired or possessed, lose access to productive assets or any means of livelihood. 

“Involuntary Displacement” means the involuntary acquisition of land resulting in direct or 

indirect economic and social impacts caused by: Loss of benefits from use of such land; relocation 



or loss of shelter; loss of assets or access to assets; or loss of income sources or means of livelihood, 

whether the Displaced Persons has moved to another location or not. 

 

“Involuntary Land Acquisition” is when the project affected people need to be relocated or give 

up their rights to land and other assets as a result of development projects or other reasons which 

are beyond their control in this case the PAPs. 

 

“Land” refers to agricultural and/or non-agricultural land and any structures thereon 

whether temporary or permanent and which may be required. 

 

“Land acquisition” means the possession of or alienation of land, buildings or other assets thereon 

for purposes of the projects. 

 

Rehabilitation Assistance” means the provision of development assistance in addition to 

compensation such as land preparation, credit facilities, training, or job opportunities, needed to 

enable Program Affected Persons and Displaced Persons to improve their living standards, income 

earning capacity and production levels; or at least maintain them at pre- project levels. 

 

Resettlement and Compensation Plan”, also known as a “Resettlement Action Plan (RAP)” or 

“Resettlement Plan” - is a resettlement instrument (document) to be prepared for each individual 

investment which is prepared based on the principles of this RPF. In such cases, land acquisition 

leads to physical displacement of persons, and/or loss of shelter, and /or loss of livelihoods and/or 

loss, denial or restriction of access to economic resources. RAPs contain specific and legal binding 

requirements to resettle and compensate the affected party before implementation of a given 

investment. 

 

“Replacement cost” means replacement of assets with an amount sufficient to cover full cost of 

lost assets and related transaction costs. It includes expenses that a person will incur in order to 

replace his or her house or land (at market price) which could include taxes and moving allowance. 

In terms of land, this may be categorized as follows; (a) “Replacement cost for agricultural land” 

means the pre-project or pre-displacement, whichever is higher, market value of land of equal 

productive potential or use located in the vicinity of the affected land, plus the others costs of: (b) 

preparing the land to levels similar to those of the affected land; and (c) any registration and 

transfer taxes; 

 

Project Affected Person(s) (PAPs) are persons affected by land and other assets loss as a result of 

a number of projects. These person(s) are affected because they may lose, be denied, or be 

restricted access to economic assets; lose shelter, income sources, or means of livelihood. These 

persons are affected whether or not they will move to another location. 

 

“Compensation” means the payment in kind, cash or other assets given in exchange for the 

acquisition of land including fixed assets thereon as well as other impacts resulting from activities. 

  



ANNEX 2: SAMPLE RESETTLEMENT SCREENING FORM 

 



  



ANNEX 3: CENSUS AND LAND ASSET INVENTORY FORM 





 



 



 

 

  



ANNEX 4: COMMUNITY ASSETS AND INFRASTRUCTURE 

Complete one form for each community asset

 

12. KES 

1.  Village/town/city  

2.  Location  

3. Camera and Photograph 

Number 

 

4. Type of structure or asset 

01 School 08 Well 15 Water Supply 

02 Clinic 09 Public Latrine 16 Sewerage 

03 Church, Mosque or Temple 10 Public Laundry 17 Garbage Site/Dump 

04 Shrine 11 Play ground 18 Fish Pond 

05 Town Hall 12 Cemetery 20 Other 

06 Meeting Hall 13 Electric If other(please Specify) 

07 Well 14 Public 

Telephone 

4. Name of structure  

5.   Formal owner of the structure 

01 District Government 

02 Community or Voluntary Organization 

03 Private Individual 

04 Other (please Specify) 

  

6.Name and Address of owner 

(Please state name and address of responsible chairman or secretary if the structure is owned by a community 

organization or by government) 

 

7.   Plot Number  

8.  Telephone Number  

9. Number of users of structure 

per month 

 

10. Plot Dimensions  M X M 

11. Plot Area M2 

 



13. Land Value (no’s 11x12 

from Above 

  

 

 

 

1 

 

 

 

KES 
14. Estimate of building area  M2 

15. Building materials 

a.   Floor b. Walls 

c. Roofs 

1. Earthen 1 Earthen   1. Earthen 

2 Cement-plastered earthen 

walls 

2 Cement-plastered earthen 

walls 

2. Cement- plastered earthen 

walls 

3 Straw or bamboo 3 Straw or 

bamboo 

 3. Straw or bamboo 

4 Unbaked brick 4 Unbaked brick  4. Unbaked brick 

5 Baked Brick 5 Baked Brick  5 Baked Brick 

6 Cement block 6 Cement block  6 Cement block 

7 Galvanized tin 7 Galvanized tin  7 Galvanized tin 

8 Tile 8 Tile   8 Tile 

9 Other (Specify) 9 Other (Specify)  9 Other (Specify) 

   

16.  Building Value per m2 M2 

17. Building Value (no’s 14x16)  

Signature of owner of structure  

Print name (Block Capitals)  

Signature of Valuation Surveyor  

Print name (Block Capitals  

Date  

 

 

  



ANNEX 5: SAMPLE GRIEVANCE REDRESS FORM 

 

 

 

  



ANNEX 6: DRAFT TORS FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF RESETTLEMENT ACTION 

PLAN (RAP) 

 

The scope and level of detail for the development of individual RAPs plan depends on the project 

type and project impact. The following sample is written for sub projects with substantial impact 

and can be tailored based on the type and the impact of the subprojects. With this caveat, following 

are what is needed for the TOR for the RAP preparation. 

(a)  Description of the investment project area and area of influence: Information 

presented in this section will include description of the project area showing location, 

sitting of plants, structures, lands, affected dwellings etc; objectives and strategy; the 

investment/project objectives; policy and legal framework; timeframe; geographical 

coverage; project strategic context and rationale. 

(b) Potential Impacts: Description of investment/project components or activities which 

would trigger resettlement; the cultural, social, economic and environmental impacts 

envisioned; and the alternatives considered to avoid or minimize resettlement. 

(c) Community Participation: This sub-section includes:- 

i. Description of the consultation and participation of the people to be displaced and host 

communities in design and implementation of resettlement activities including a 

summary of the views expressed and how these views were incorporated during the 

preparation of the resettlement plan. 

ii. A review of the resettlement alternatives identified and choices made by the displaced 

people, including choices related to forms of compensation and resettlement 

assistance, relocating as individual families or as part of pre-existing families and to 

retaining access to cultural property (e.g. cemeteries, places of worship etc) 

iii. Description of procedures for redress of grievances by affected people throughout the 

planning and implementation period. 

iv. Description of measures aimed at sensitizing and educating the affected and host 

communities on matters of resettlement. 

 

d)|Integration with host communities 



 Arrangements for consultation with host communities and procedures for prompt payment 

to the host for land and other assets should be provided to the resettled persons. 

 Arrangements for resolving conflicts which may arise between the resettled persons. 

 Arrangements for resolving conflicts which may arise between the resettled persons and 

host communities should be put in place. 

 Appropriate measures to augment public services such as education, water, health in host 

communities in order to avoid disparities between resettled persons and the host 

communities should be put in place. 

 Plan for resettled persons should be integrated economically and socially into host 

communities so that adverse impacts to host communities are minimized. 

a) Socio-economic Studies 

These will include the following:- Population census of the project area including a description of 

production systems, household organization, baseline information on livelihoods and standards of 

living of the displaced population (and host communities) 

 An inventory of assets of displaced households; the magnitude of the expected loss (total 

or partial for individual or group assets); and extent of physical and economic 

displacement; 

 Information on disadvantaged/vulnerable groups or persons for whom special provisions 

may have to be made. Such groups and persons include those living below the poverty line, 

the landless, the elderly, women, children, indigenous people, ethnic minorities and 

displaced persons who are not protected through national land compensation legislation. 

Resettlement involving vulnerable/disadvantaged groups/persons should be preceded by a 

social preparation phase to build their capacity to deal with issues of resettlement; 

 Provisions for updating information on the livelihood of displaced people and their 

standards of living at regular intervals; 

 Description of land tenure systems including common property and non-title based land 

ownership or allocation recognized locally and related issues; 

 

 Public infrastructure and social services that will be affected; and 

 Social and cultural characteristics of displaced and host communities. Appropriate patterns 

of social organization should be promoted and the existing social and cultural institutions 



of resettled persons and their host should be retained, supported and used to the extent 

possible. 

(g) Institutional arrangement and responsibilities 

This will be the same as the RPF. 

(h) Eligibility 

Definition of displaced persons and criteria for compensation and other resettlement assistance 

including relevant cut off dates. The assurance should be given that lack of legal title should not 

bar affected persons form being compensated. 

(i) Valuation and Compensation for losses 

 The methodology to be employed for valuing losses in order to determine their replacement 

cost. This is a description of the levels of compensation under the local laws and 

supplementary measures aimed at determining replacement of cost for lost assets. 

 A description of the packages of compensation and other resettlement measures that will 

ensure that each category of eligible displaced persons get their fair compensation. In 

conformity with the World Bank Operational Policy (OP.4.12 of Dec 2001, updated 

February 2011), displaced persons should be assisted in their efforts to improve their 

livelihoods and standards of living or at least to restore them to pre-displacement levels or 

to levels prevailing prior to the start of project implementation whichever is higher. 

(k) Identification of alternative sites, selection of resettlement site(s), site preparation and 

relocation 

 Institutional and technical arrangements for identifying and preparing relocation sites for 

which a combination of productive potential, location advantages and other factors, should 

be at least comparable to ancillary resources. 

 Procedures for physical relocation including timetable for site preparation and land title 

transfer and description of resettlements sites. 

 Measures to prevent the influx of ineligible person (encroachers and squatters) into the 

selected sites such as the identification and recording of affected people at the project 

identification stages. 

 Legal arrangements for regularizing tenure and transferring titles to resettled persons 

(l) Shelter, infrastructure and social services 



This sub-section provides details regarding plans to provide or finance housing, infrastructure (e.g. 

roads, water supply etc) and social services (schools, health services) and plans aimed at ensuring 

that services and any necessary site development to host. 

(m) Environmental protection: An assessment of possible environmental impacts of the proposed 

resettlement and measures to mitigate and manage the impacts. 

(n) Implementation Schedules 

An implementation schedule covering all resettlement activities from project preparation through 

implementation to monitoring and evaluation. The schedule should indicate dates for achievement 

of expected benefits to resettled persons and hosts and dates for terminating the various forms of 

assistance. 

(o) Costs and Budget 

The breakdown of cost estimates for all resettlement activities including allowances for inflation 

and other contingencies, timetable for expenditures, sources of funds and arrangements for timely 

disbursement of funds. 

(p) Monitoring and evaluation 

Under this sub-section, information regarding arrangements for monitoring of resettlement 

activities by the implementing agency is presented. When appropriate, independent monitors will 

supplement the role of the implementing agency to ensure objectivity and completeness of 

information. Performance indicators for measuring inputs, outputs and outcomes of resettlement 

activities and for evaluating impacts for a reasonable period of time after the resettlement activities 

have been completed are also presented. (Similar to the RPF). 

 

(q) Commitment to follow RPF guidelines and requirement 

A statement of assurance that the implementing agency will follow the guidelines and requirement 

of the RPF should be included in the RAP. 

 

(r) Description of programmes for improvement and restoration of livelihoods and standards 

of living of the affected people. 

Programmes aimed at improving and restoring the livelihoods and standards of living of the 

affected people in line with the Resettlement Policy framework. 

  



ANNEX 7: Outline of Resettlement Action Plan 

 

According to the OP 4.12, annex A, paragraph 24, when there is RPF, then the RAP can be much 

shorter. It notes: “[W]hen resettlement policy framework is the only document that needs to be 

submitted as a condition of the loan, the resettlement plan to be submitted as a condition of sub 

project financing need not include the policy principles, entitlements, the eligibility criteria, 

organizational arrangements, arrangements for monitoring and evaluation, the framework for 

participation, and mechanisms for grievance readdress set forth in the resettlement policy 

framework. The sub project specific resettlement plan needs to include base line census and 

socioeconomic survey information; specific compensation rates and standards; policy entitlements 

related to any additional impact identifies through the census or survey; description of resettlement 

sites and programs for improvement or restoration of livelihoods and standards of living; 

implementation schedule for resettlement activities; and detailed cost estimate”. This, in addition 

to the detailed description of the project and its impacts are needed to be included in the RAPs 

prepared. 

Therefore, the following is a more elaborate RAP outline, prepared for the projects without a RPF. 

It is included in this RPF since it provides detailed outlined for what is needed to be in each section. 

However, not all sections are required for the individual RAPs, as explained above. 

Introduction 

 It briefly describes the project. 

 Lists project components including associated facilities (if any). 

 Describes project components requiring land acquisition and resettlement; give overall 

estimates of land acquisition and resettlement. 

Minimizing Resettlement 

 Describes efforts made to minimize displacement. 

 Describes the results of these efforts. 

 Describes mechanisms used to minimize displacement during implementation 

 

 

Census and Socio-economic Surveys 



 Provides the results of the census, assets inventories, natural resource assessments, and 

socioeconomic surveys. 

 Identifies all categories of impacts and people affected. 

 Summarizes consultations on the results of the various surveys with affected people. 

 Describes need for updates to census, assets inventories, resource assessments, and socio 

economic surveys, if necessary, as part of RAP monitoring and evaluation. 

 

Legal Framework 

 Describes all relevant local laws and customs that apply to resettlement. 

 Identifies gaps between local laws and World Bank Group policies, and describe project-

specific mechanisms to address conflicts. 

 Describes entitlement policies for each category of impact and specify that resettlement 

implementation will be based on specific provisions of agreed RAP. 

 Describes method of valuation used for affected structures, land, trees, and other assets. 

Prepares entitlement matrix 

 Describe the kinds of loss and impacts of the PAPs and project. 

 Describe the eligible persons. 

 Describe the kind of entitlements for the affected persons. 

 

Resettlement Sites 

 Describes the specific process of involving affected populations in identifying potential 

housing sites, assessing advantages and disadvantages, and selecting sites. 

 Describes the feasibility studies conducted to determine the suitability of the proposed 

sites, including natural resource assessments (soils and land use capability, vegetation and 

livestock carrying capacity, water resource surveys) and environmental and social impact 

assessments of the sites. 

 Demonstrates that the land quality and area are adequate for allocation to all of the people 

eligible for allocation of agricultural land. 

 Provides data on land quality and capability, productive potential, and quantity. 

 Give calculations relating to site requirements and availability. 



 Describes mechanisms for: 1) procuring, 2) developing and 3) allotting resettlement sites, 

including the awarding of title or use rights to allotted lands. 

 Provides detailed description of the arrangements for site development for agriculture 

including funding of development costs. 

 Have the host communities been consulted about the RAP? Have they participated in the 

identification of likely impacts on their communities, appropriate mitigation measures, and 

preparation of the RAP? 

 Do the host communities have a share of the resettlement benefits? 

 

Income Restoration 

 Describes if there are compensation entitlements sufficient to restore income streams for 

each category of impact? 

 Describes additional economic rehabilitation measures are necessary? 

 Briefly spell out the restoration strategies for each category of impact and describe their 

institutional, financial, and technical aspects. 

 Describes the process of consultation with affected populations and their participation in 

finalizing strategies for income restoration. 

 Explains if income restoration requires change in livelihoods, development of alternative 

farmlands or some other activities that require a substantial amount of training, time for 

preparation, and implementation? 

 Describes how the risks of impoverishment are to be addressed? 

 Describes the main institutional and other risks for the smooth implementation of the 

resettlement programs? 

 Describes the process for monitoring the effectiveness of the income restoration measures. 

 Describes any social or community development programs currently operating in or around 

the project area. 

 If program exist, do they meet the development priorities of their target communities? Are 

there opportunities for the project proponent to support new program or expand existing 

programs to meet the development priorities of communities in the project area? 

 

Institutional Arrangements 



 Describes the institution(s) responsible for delivery of each item/activity in the entitlement 

policy 

 Describes the Implementation of income restoration programs; and coordination of the 

activities associated with and described in the resettlement action plan. 

 States how coordination issues will be addressed in cases where resettlement is spread over 

a number of jurisdictions or where resettlement will be implemented in stages over a long 

period of time. 

 Identifies the agency that will coordinate all implementing agencies. Does it have the 

necessary mandate and resources? 

 Describes the external (non-project) institutions involved in the process of income 

restoration (land development, land allocation, credit, and training) and the mechanisms to 

ensure adequate performance of these institutions. 

 Discusses institutional capacity for and commitment to resettlement. 

 Describes mechanisms for ensuring independent monitoring, evaluation, and financial 

audit of the RAP and for ensuring that corrective measures are carried out in a timely 

manner. 

 

Implementation Schedule 

 Lists the chronological steps in implementation of the RAP, including identification of 

agencies responsible for each activity and with a brief explanation of each activity. 

 Prepares a month-by-month implementation schedule of activities to be undertaken as part 

of resettlement implementation. 

 Describes the linkage between resettlement implementation and initiation of civil works 

for each of the project components. 

 

Participation and Consultation 

 Describes the various stakeholders. 

 Describes the process of promoting consultation/participation of affected populations and 

stakeholders in resettlement preparation and planning. 

 Describes the process of involving affected populations and other stakeholders in 

implementation and monitoring. 

 Describes the plan for disseminating RAP information to affected populations and 

stakeholders, including information about compensation for lost assets, eligibility for 

compensation, resettlement assistance, and grievance redress.



 

Grievance Redress 

 Describes the step-by-step process for registering and addressing grievances and provide 

specific details regarding a cost-free process for registering complaints, response time, and 

communication methods. 

 Describes the mechanism for appeal. 

 Describes the provisions for approaching civil courts if other options fail. 

 

Monitoring and Evaluation 

 Describes the internal/performance monitoring process. 

 Defines key monitoring indicators derived from baseline survey. Provide a list of 

monitoring indicators that will be used for internal monitoring. 

 Describes institutional (including financial) arrangements. 

 Describes frequency of reporting and content for internal monitoring. 

 Describes process for integrating feedback from internal monitoring into implementation. 

 Defines methodology for external monitoring. 

 Defines key indicators for external monitoring. 

 Describes frequency of reporting and content for external monitoring. 

 

 

  



 

ANNEX 9: ANALYSIS FOR THE RESPONSE/ COMMENTS AND REMARKS 

 Comment/Question Response / Remarks from REA and Kenya 

Power 

No. ANALYSIS  FOR THE QUESTIONS /RESPONSE / REMARKS  FOR THE 

MEETING HELD  AT THE HEADQUARTER- NAIROBI 

 Question  Response  

1 Is there a plan to deal with loss of crops 

and trees in addition to the compensation 

for land and the resettlement strategies? 

While the RPF applies itself to the issue of 

resettlement, the ESMF addresses issues of 

crops and trees and that such would be 

taken into account in project 

implementation. REA/ KPLC has a 

structured way of wayleave acquisition 

and/or compensation. 

2 Is there an option for cash 

compensation? 

Both options of land and cash will be 

weighed and the best option taken. Where 

the process of acquiring land may take 

longer, the project GOK may opt for cash 

compensation, provided it is prompt and in 

full, and is in the best interest of, and agreed 

upon with the concerned. The Project will 

restore livelihoods should persons be 

affected by the same project. 
3 How will quality of compensation and 

resettlement be safeguarded? – will 

quality of resource being compensated 

be retained? 

Quality of compensation is well explained 

in RFP document and chapter on valuation 

and compensation 

ANALYSIS FOR THE QUESTIONS /RESPONSE / REMARKS FOR THE MEETING HELD 

AT NAROK COUNTY 



 

1. On gender and vulnerability 

considerations. In case of the 

compensation will gender and 

vulnerability issues be a factor to 

consider? 

Gender and vulnerability considerations 

will be addressed especially during 

consultations in identifying impacts to 

allow all parties affected, including women, 

the poor and the vulnerable PAPs to 

understand the compensation and voice 

their concerns. 

Issues of payment that involves family 

property disputes will be handled as they 

arise. The county administrators from the 

14 counties and national government will 

be engaged in dealing with such disputes 

through grievances address mechanism 

 

2. The community members who reside in 

the interior parts of the county will they 

benefit from this project? 

 

The community will benefit; this will be 

possible through electrification through 

standalone household solar systems. This 

will depend if their location will be 

included for this project implementation 

3 Daniel Ole Kopiu Community Elder –

Narok County 

Once the project is implemented, could 

the community use the electricity 

generated through solar to put electric 

fences to fend off animals 

Concerning the project implementation and 

its uses, members are advice not to use 

electricity in fencing. The electric fence 

could be dangerous to children playing 

around and also to the community. Also 

some formalities had to be done with 

county administration to be allowed to put 

up such a structure. Thus it was not 

recommended for the community to do so 

 4 Pst. zakayo molo ,Church 

Representative – Narok County 

Many churches in the community did not 

have electricity, could they benefit from 

the project 

Yes they can through the component of 

providing electricity to public and 

community facilities through solar 

standalone systems. 



 

5 Will the community pay for the 

consumption of this electricity regularly 

like that of the national grid? Once the 

solar systems are fixed in the homestead, 

will there be a card or contact person 

who one can call for maintenance incase 

the system fails. 

 

The project is still in the planning stages 

and some of such logistics are yet to be 

finalized. 

 

6 The community had three boreholes, 

would solar assist in pumping the water 

 

Yes, this could be implementation through 

component of solar water pumping for 

drinking or irrigation.  

 

 

 

7 What is the allocation intended for Narok 

County, and specifically Trans Mara 

East and West? This will guide them in 

the choosing of relevant sites. 

We are in the preliminary stages of the 

project. The allocation for the county will 

be communicated at a later stage.  

 

8 The power supply to the market is 

interrupted every market day, meaning 

loss of business for garage people 

welders and others who are dependent on 

its supply. Can the KPLC office choose 

a different day to interrupt power than 

when the residents need it most? 

Complain well taken up with the Narok 

KPLC County Business Manager for 

consideration 

 ANALYSIS FOR THE QUESTIONS /RESPONSE / REMARKS FOR THE 

MEETING HELD AT - TAITA TAVETA COUNTY 

1 The Community Chairman - Mr. Peter 

Musyki Urged the Ngambeni 

Community support the initiative to 

uplift their living standards, engage in 

economic matters, and improve security 

and education. 

 

Comment well taken  

 



 

2 Resident Ngambeni Community – Taiva 

taveta County – MRS Elizabeth Muli; 

What REA/ KPLC   doing on the 

mitigation issue barring people on 

encroaching on way leaves since the 

same is issued by county Government 

through issuance of temporary 

occupation license to people? And how 

such conflicts will be resolved? 

Considering that parks and planned 

livestock abattoirs. 

 

REA and Kenya Power will work with the 

county government to ensure way leaves 

are respected and encroachment is not 

allowed. 

 

 Resident Ngambeni Community – Taiva 

taveta County- Mr John Kimeu We 

would like to partner with REA/KPLC/ 

WB in selection of the sites within the 

county. Let’s us know whether we can be 

considered as partners in this K-OSAP 

It was agreeable but this will involve the 

implementing agencies and county official 

in consultation with the locals. 

 ANALYSIS FOR THE QUESTIONS /RESPONSE / REMARKS FOR THE 

MEETING HELD AT KWALE COUNTY 16-21 January 2017 

1. Where would this project be best located 

for security reasons? 

It will be located in the most central part of 

the village and will be secured. However, 

the participation of the community in 

securing the project material is essential 

e.g. through their already established 

‘nyumba kumi’ structure and other 

community policing initiatives. 

2. Will extending the power from the mini-

grid to their homes bear a cost to the 

beneficiaries and if so how much? 

The financier (World Bank) wishes to 

improve livelihoods of people in 

underserved areas. It understands their 

financial constraints, and will try as much 

as possible not to pass costs to the people. 

However, at this point, we will 

communicate your concerns to the project 

officials and you will be given further 

guidelines in subsequent meetings or 

communication. 

3 Will there be monthly charges for 

consumption? 

Discussions are ongoing clear guidelines 

will be provided in the later dates in regard 

to the monthly payments 

4 Does solar power have any adverse 

effects on humans or livestock? 

Solar is green energy and is clean energy. 

However, caution must be taken in the use 

of electricity irrespective of the source of 

generation. 



 

5 Being a solar project, will it be affected 

by rain? Will it still generate power 

during the rainy season or will they 

revert to darkness? 

There are different solar appliances but the 

ones used will still generate power even 

during the rainy season. An elders 

interjected and said it is rare that they ever 

have a day without sun. 

6 Will they be issued with meters or will 

consumption be free? 

The comment has been noted and 

forwarded for detailed guidelines. 

7 Will powerlines run overhead or 

underground 

Overhead, and hence the need to grant 

wayleaves consent. 

8. Will residents get employment from the 

project? 

For non-skilled work, the contractors are 

encouraged to employ people from the 

community. 

 ANALYSIS FOR THE QUESTIONS /RESPONSE / REMARKS FOR THE 

MEETING HELD AT GARISSA  COUNTY 17 January 2017 

1. Will the community pay for the 

consumption of this electricity regularly 

like that of the grid? 

 

The project is still in the planning stages 

and some of such logistics are yet to be 

finalized. 

 2. When will the project be implemented 

and will their youth be employed in 

helping with implementation, if possible 

the project is implemented with haste 

after the public consultation. 

The exact start date could not be said for 

sure but as for employment the youth 

could be trained to assist in the 

maintenance of the systems. 

 

 
 ANALYSIS FOR THE QUESTIONS /RESPONSE / REMARKS FOR THE 

MEETING HELD AT TANA RIVER COUNTY 18 January 2017 

1 How much will the community pay for 

consumption of the electricity? 

 

The project is still in the planning stages 

and some of such logistics are yet to be 

finalized. 

 2 When will the project be implemented? The exact start date could not be said yet 

 



 

3 Will there be employment opportunities 

for the youth? 

 

The youth could be trained to assist in the 

maintenance of the systems. 

 

 ANALYSIS FOR THE QUESTIONS /RESPONSE / REMARKS FOR THE 

MEETING HELD AT KILIFI   COUNTY 17 January 2017 

1 How much will the community pay for 

consumption of the electricity? 

 

The project is still in the planning stages 

and some of such logistics are yet to be 

finalized. 

2 If one is 3km away will he be able to 

benefit from the project? 

 

This could be possible if the component of 

standalone solar systems for homes is 

implemented 

 3 Will there be employment opportunities 

for the youth? 

 

The youth could be trained to assist in the 

maintenance of the systems. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 

ANNEX 10: Minutes of 1st KOSAP stakeholder Consultation Forum held on 31st  

Stakeholders Consultative Forum on Kenya Off-Grid Solar Access Project (K-OSAP)  

Date:   Monday, 31st October, 2016 

Location:   Kenya College of Insurance, Bellevue, South C  

Time:   9.00AM – 1.00PM 

 

Agenda: 

Consultation with the 14Counties working group/ representative on Kenya Off-grid Solar Access 

Project (KOSAP) safeguard documents: - Resettlement Policy Framework (RPF) and 

Environmental Social Management Framework (ESMF) 

 

Min 01/2016 –Preliminary Remarks & Introduction of Participants 

Peninah Karomoh of Rural Electrification Authority called the meeting to attention. She 

welcomed guests and thanked them for coming. She requested the members to introduce 

themselves. 

Peninah Karomoh then invited Eng. James Muriithi, Chief Manager - Renewable Energy, REA 

 

Min 02/2016 – Welcoming Speech 

Eng. James Muriithi made opening remarks noting that the country had attained national electricity 

access rate of 57% while access in rural areas was still at 38%. He also noted that the government 

had, in 2014, embarked on specific interventionist strategies as captured in the national 

electrification strategy to move the country to universal access by 2020, namely: 

 Last Mile Connectivity Project whose target was the grid connected areas 

 Transitory Options (Off grid Areas) –K-OSAP whose focus is on 14 underserved counties 

in the country as captured by Commission for Revenue Allocation. Such off grid stations 

had grown to 34 by 2016 from 14 in 2007 when REA was formed and discussions were 

ongoing with the World Bank to operationalized the KOSAP and connect an additional 2.7 

million household and 27,500 facilities. 

 

The workshop was told that there was need to take into account the anthropogenic factors in the 

KOSAP design and that two documents had been prepared for preliminary discussion to that end: 

The Environmental & Social Management Framework 

 



 

The Resettlement Policy Framework 

Mr. Gakunju urged the participants to contribute in the development of the documents as 

prerequisites for project approval from the World Bank. He observed that the MoEP would be the 

coordinating team for the project while REA and KPLC would be the implementing agencies. 

 

The workshop was informed that the World Bank project appraisal document was to be approved 

in March 2017 after the publication of the ESMF and RPF. There would also be visits to the 

counties to sample the views of locals in November 2016 before a national stakeholders’ workshop 

in January 2017. 

 

Min 03/2016 –Presentations of the ESMF and RPF Documents 

Peninah Karomo who is the Environmental scientist from REA was the moderator for the 

consultations.  She informed the participants the forum is an interactive discussion hence the 

document is still a draft and there was a need of their inputs which will incorporated in the 

documents. 

The ESMF document was presented by Samuel Abaya, SHE department, KPLC while the RPF 

document was presented by Roseline Njeru, SHE department, KPLC. 

 

Min 04/2016 –Discussion on ESMF Presentation 

Samuel Abaya of Kenya Power took the participants through the Environmental Social 

Management Framework (ESMF). He informed that the site locations of the proposed KOSAP 

project is not yet known, and when they will identify Environmental Impact Assessments and/or 

Environmental Management Frameworks (EMPs) will be prepared as needed in accordance with 

National Environmental Management Authority and World Bank Safeguards Policies . 

 

The presentation included the background information of the KOSAP project and the  objectives; 

the purpose of the ESMF; the methodology used in preparing the instrument; policy and regulatory 

frameworks; World Bank Operational Safeguard Policies that would be triggered for the project ;  

public consultation; the potential beneficial and adverse of each of the KOSAP Component 

respectively  and subsequent mitigation measures. 

 

Question 1: What triggers the World Bank Policy on Indigenous Peoples and what are the 

indigenous peoples? 

Response (Samuel Abaya): The indigenous peoples are the vulnerable communities in the 

country and the EIA should address some of the issues relating to them. There are specific 



 

communities considered indigenous in line with the WB’s definition of indigenous peoples and 

the presenter undertook to share data in this respect with the forum. 

 

Question 2: Would the minigrids be strictly solar projects or hybrid? What would be the 

technology to be deployed in the projects? 

Response (Edward Gakunju): Whereas the focus would be on clean energy (i.e solar), back up 

or hybrid systems would be considered where necessary 

 

Question 3: What would be the procedures for land acquisition where most land is community 

land? Response (Samuel Abaya, Caroline Ochich & Edward Gakunju): Primarily, the county 

governments would be asked to allocate land for the projects but where land may have to be 

involuntarily acquired, the World Bank’s policies on compensation and resettlement would be 

triggered. An assessment would be done and adequate compensation given. 

 

Question 4: What number of minigrids would be implemented per county, what would be the 

selection and location criteria? 

Response (Edward Gakunju): The ministry was carrying out geospatial mapping to identify 

location of specific projects but the county governments would be invited to participate in the 

process. As of the time of the meeting, the specific sites had not been identified except in the 

general sense of knowing the project footprint. 

 

Question 5: Who would implement the project? 

Response (Edward Gakunju): The coordinating agency would be the Ministry of Energy and 

Petroleum (MoEP) while the implementing  agencies are  MoEP, REA and Kenya Power. Once 

the project sites have been identified, REA and KPLC would be assigned specific projects in 

consultation with the county governments taking into account the specific demands of each project. 

 

Comment 1: The local consultants would handle the environmental aspects of the projects but at 

the advanced stages, the World Bank’s Consultants would assess the Social impacts and issue 

comprehensive reports. There would also be public barazas on the ground to sensitize target 

communities.  

Comment 2: The need for proper consultation was emphasized by the participants. 

Comment 3: Project design would consider how best to implement/operate each project. 



 

Comment 4: World Bank would sponsor the implementation of the projects but sustainability 

would be the responsibility of each county and there would be need to properly educate the 

community in this regard. 

Comment 5: It was also noted that representatives on the ground had been in consultation with 

the experts and that it would be better for the implementing agencies and the donors to consult 

with county governments on who has the legal status of lands within their jurisdictions rather than 

relying exclusively on land titles 

 

Min 04/2016 –Discussion on RPF Presentation 

Roseline Njeru of Kenya Power took the participants through Resettlement Framework (RPF). 

This instrument are very necessary to ensure that KOSAP takes care of the social impacts of the 

projects. 

The RPF is concerned with social impacts that require resettlement. The RPF is a form of 

commitment by REA and KPLC indicating how they shall handle resettlement in the event it is 

found necessary. The framework set out principles of how resettlement will be done. However it 

was noted that there was no major anticipation of movements of people, however the RPF would 

cater for resettlement if it were to occur, keeping in line with World Banks Operational Policy 4.12 

on involuntary resettlement. 

The presentation on the RPF included its objectives; methodology used in preparing the RPF, 

potential impacts and mitigations measures; compensations; public participation and consultation; 

RPF monitoring during implementation and the grievance redress mechanisms. 

Question 1: Is there a plan to deal with loss of crops and trees in addition to the compensation for 

land and the resettlement strategies? 

Response 1(Roseline, Caroline) : While the RPF applies itself to the issue of resettlement, the 

ESMF addresses issues of crops and trees and that such would be taken into account in project 

implementation. REA has a structured way of wayleave acquisition and/or compensation 

Question 2. How will quality of compensation and resettlement be safeguarded? – will quality of 

resource being compensated be retained 

Response 1: Quality of compensation is well explained in RFP document pages 32, 33 and chapter 

on valuation and compensational 

Question 2: Is there an option for cash compensation? 

Response 1(Roseline, Caroline): Both options of land and cash will be weighed and the best 

option taken. Where the process of acquiring land may take longer, the project sponsors may opt 

for cash compensation. The desire of the project would be to restore livelihoods should persons be 

affected by the same project. 



 

Question 3: Has the project cost factored in fees payable to counties by the contractors in the 

course of the project implementation? 

Response 1(Edward Gakunju): The practice is to use counterpart funds to supplement donor 

funds which are meant exclusively for project implementation. Any other levies mean that the 

stakeholders/partners must cooperate on a case by case basis to ensure the project time plan is not 

affected. 

Action Point: The documents presented at the workshop would be shared out with participants to 

enable them review and also brief their respective counties. 

Min 05/2016 –Concluding Remarks 

Eng. Kasanga stressed the need for consultation and utmost good faith so that all stakeholders own 

the projects and ensure their success. 

The moderator then assured the participants that the documents would be made available to all 

who attended the meeting as well as those whose contacts had been captured by the secretariat but 

who had sent apologies. 

There being no any other business, the meeting adjourned at 1.00 pm. 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS AT THE 1ST STAKEHOLDERS   CONSULTATION 

MEETING HELD ON 31st 

October 2016 

MEETING HELD ON 31st October 2016 

 NAME ORGANISATION 

1 Eng. James Muriithi REA 

2 Edward Gakunju REA 

3 Peninah Karomo REA 

4 Nicholas Muigai REA (Design) 

5 Caroline Ochich REA (Design) 

6 Nancy Ondicho REA (Design) 

7 Maxwell Ngala REA (Secretary) 

8 Purity Kimotho REA (Renewable) 

9 Mohamed Bishar REA (Communication) 

10 Eng. Samson Kasanga MoEP 

11 Eng. Richard Muiru MoEP 

12 Simon Mwangangi KPLC 

13 Roseline Njeru KPLC (SHE Dept.) 

14 Samuel Abaya KPLC (SHE Dept.) 

15 Onesmus Maina KPLC 

16 Abdikadir Tache Mandera County Govt. 

17 Salim M Busaidy Lamu County Govt. 

18 Jeremiah Apalia Turkana County Govt. 



 

19 Linda Khakhali Tana River County Govt. 

20 Yasmin Abdulkadir Marsabit County Govt. 

21 Hussein Abdurahman Wajir County Govt. 

22 Wilfred Longronyang’ West Pokot County Govt. 

23 Isaak M Ethila Mandera County Govt. 

 

  



 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

Annex 13: Minutes of Public Consultation for Narok County 

 

KENYA OFF-GRID SOLAR ACCESS PROJECT  

PUBLIC CONSULTATION BARAZAS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL & SOCIAL 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK AND RESETLEMENT POLICY FRAMEWORK  

IN 

NAROK COUNTY 

 

             28TH   NOVEMBER – 2ND DECEMBER 2016 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

NO NAME ORGANIZATION 

1 Peninah Karomoh REA 

2 Samuel Abaya KPLC 

3 Caroline Kwambo REA 

4 Roseline Njeru KPLC 

5 Simon Mwangangi KPLC 

6 Mercy Towett KPLC 

7 Purity Kimotho REA 

 

Min 01/11/16 - Courtesy call to Sub-county Offices. 

Narok County is divided into six (6) sub-counties whose headquarters are in six different 

constituencies as follows; 

NO SUBCOUNTY HEAD QUARTER 

1 Narok North Narok Town 

2 Narok West  Lemek 

3 Narok East  Nairage Enkare 



 

4 Narok South Ololulunga 

5 Transmara East  Emurua Dikirr 

6 Transmara West Kilgoris 

The first courtesy call was made to Narok North sub-county in Narok town. The team met with 

the Deputy County Commissioner Mr Ronald Mwiwawi. 

A brief introduction was done and the team went ahead to introduce the KOSAP project and their 

intention to hold public consultations (barazas) within the county. Mr Ronald Mwiwawi gave a 

date for a meeting with the Heads of Departments on Friday 3rd December. He also gave us a go 

ahead to hold the barazas. 

Mr Ronald Mwiwawi also gave us some recommendation in that prior to the visitations we should 

do an official letter of our intention to hold the consultative meetings so that he could also inform 

the head of departments in advance and involve them in the project. 

The team went ahead and visited the other five sub county headquarters and these are the 

government administrative officers they interacted with and assisted them in identifying the areas 

which have no access to the grid and also the chiefs in charge of the locations 

Headquarters  Name  Position  

Lemek Roseline Mugambi Assistant County Commissioner 1 

Nairage Enkare  Deputy County Commissioner 

Ololulunga Justus M Musau Deputy County Commissioner 

Emurua Dikirr Gathungu Machira Deputy County Commissioner 

Kilgoris Flora Musundi 

Jesse Ng’ang’a 

Assistant County Commissioner 1 

Assistant County Commissioner – Pirarr 

Division 

 

Min 02/11/16 – Public Consultations 

Once the courtesy calls were finished the team divided into two groups for easy facilitation of the 

public consultations. The team planned to do public consultations in the five constituencies, but 

due to time constrains and also the distance being too long and interior, we only secured  four 

public consultations in the following locations; 

Constituency Location  Facilitator 

Ololulunga Ntuka sublocation Chief Moses  karkar 

Lemek  Aitong sublocation,  Chief Joseph Nabaala 



 

Kilgoris  Kapune Chief Moses Ngiroin 

Narok  Narok town  

 

Min 03/11/16 – Public Consultation in Ntuka Boarding Primary School 

Ntuka  is a sub location in Ololulunga Constituency ( Narok South). The team which headed out 

for this consultation was Purity Kimotho (REA) and Roseline Njeru (KPLC). 

The meeting started with the chief (Moses Karkar) introducing his assistant chief (Moses Muntet), 

the members of the community present then went ahead to welcome the KOSAP team to the 

meeting. For efficient communication, the chief assisted in translating to the local dialect during 

the sensitization. 

 

After introductions, the community was introduced to the KOSAP project and that it was a solar 

project to enhance access to electricity in underserved areas in Kenya. The team introduced the 

project and that it was from the government in collaboration with World Bank. The team also 

explained how the project was still in the planning stages and sites for implementation were yet to 

be located.  

 

The community was informed of the five components of the project and how they would gain from 

the project once the project was implemented. We gave information on the background of the 

project, and aim to provide interventions to increase access to electricity services, stimulate growth 

and reduce poverty in the target areas, while promoting the use of green energy. 

  

Once the ESMF and RPF components were discussed to the community, they had several questions 

as follows; 

 

Question 1: once the project is implemented, could the community use the electricity generated 

to put electric fences to fend off animals 

Response:  The electric fence could be dangerous to children playing around and also to the 

community. Also some formalities had to be done with county administration to be allowed to put 

up such a structure. Thus it was not recommended for the community to do so 

 

Question 2: Many churches in the community did not have electricity, could they benefit from the 

project 



 

Response: Yes they can through the component of providing electricity to public and community 

facilities through solar standalone systems. 

 

Question 3: The community was being resettled into individual lands which are quite far off, 

would solar reach their homes (manyatta) 

Response:  Yes, this will be possible by electrification through standalone solar systems 

 

Question 4: Will the community pay for the consumption of this electricity regularly like that of 

the grid 

Response: The project is still in the planning stages and some of such logistics are yet to be 

finalized. 

 

Question 5: Once the solar systems are fixed in the homestead, will there be a card or contact 

person who one can call for maintenance incase the system fails. 

Response: That is also another logistics which is yet to be finalized but the contact of the supplier 

of the system could be used to assist.  

 

Question 6: the community had three boreholes, would solar assist in pumping the water 

Response: Yes, this could be implementation through component of solar water pumping for 

drinking or irrigation. 

 

Question 7: How will the community follow up on implementation of the KOSAP project. 

Response: The county offices will be aware of the proceedings since the team will be in 

communication with them from time to time. 

 

 

ATTENDANCE LIST 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Min 04/11/16 – Public Consultation at Kapune adjacent to Dispensary 

Kapune is a sub-location in Trans Mara West Constituency in Narok. The team which headed 

out for this consultation was Caroline Kwambo (REA) and Mercy Towett (KPC), Mr. Jessee 

Ng’anga, Asst County Commissioner, Pirarr, and Mr. Langat Julius, (AP in charge of security) . 

The meeting started with a brief introduction to the purpose of the meeting by area administrator, 

Chief Moses Ngiroin. He first introduced the Asst. County Commissioner who was on his maiden 

trip to Kapune, then corporate institutions represented in our visiting joint team, REA & KLPC. 

He also introduced participants from his area including the Assistant Chief, (Sirua-aulo), Mr. 

Emmanuel Nakuso, village elders, and those within the education sector.  

 

The main agenda for the meeting was introduced by A.C.C., among other pressing issues such 

as insecurity, cattle rustling, education of the girl child, and need to embrace development. He 

then introduced both KPLC and REA representatives and invited us to make our presentation. 

The meeting started with sensitization on the mandates of both institutions, to give participants a 

clear understanding of our co-relation in the energy sector. Followed by an introduction of the 

KOSAP Project for Underserved Counties. It was agreed that an open question and answer 

session would follow. Some participants were not proficient in Kiswahili, so the chief decided to 

translate into the local dialect. 

 

We gave information on the background of the project, and aim to provide interventions to 

increase access to electricity services, stimulate growth and reduce poverty in the target areas, 

while promoting the use of green energy. We informed them that their area was identified for 

this baraza by their public administration. We also informed them of the benefits of solar in the 

environment, and the reliability of using it even when other have interruptions. 

 

Question & Answer Session; 

 

Questions brought forward during the initial courtesy call to the administrative offices in 

Kilgoris were: 

Q:  What is the allocation intended for Narok County, and specifically Trans Mara East and 

West? This guide them in the chosing of relevant sites.  

A:  We are in the preliminary stages of the project. The allocation for the county will be 

communicated at a later stage.  



 

*It was agreed that only one pilot baraza be held at Kapune. 

 

Questions brought forward during the public baraza in Kapune were: 

What is the size of each project, and how many beneficiaries will each target? E.g. If a village 

has 50 homes, will they all be electrified no matter what, or will the project omit some? 

 

Will the project genetrate enough electricity for lighting and other economic activities that 

require a heavier load?. 

 

Will they be required to provide security for the panels, as insecurity is still high in the area. (it 

is located on a cross-cultural border and livestock raids cause conflict) 

How long will it take to actualize the project? 

Will there be cost implications to them, in the short and long term? 

Why can’t they be put on the national grid like other Kenyan’s. 

Who will provide the funds for maintaining the project? 

Will the project provide direct employment to them? 

What will the setup of the solar panels be like? Will they be hoisted up out of reach of vandals, 

or put in an enclosure? 

 

If they give communal land for the project, will they get assurances that each of their homes will 

be energized? 

 

Complaints Raised: 

1) The dispensary and primary school in Kapune were electrified using solar, and they thought 

they would benefit. They did not. They were promised electricity years ago, and have been to 

three different consultative meetings, filled KPC application forms and attached details. The 

proposed projects have never been implemented. They wondered if could just be another futile 

exercise.  

2) The nearest line to Kapune passes more than 4 kms away, and has remained un-finished 

for more than two years. Basic services are therefore sourced sometimes as far as Kilgoris.  

 

Meeting Summary: 

After more consultations with the A.C.C, the participants agreed to the following: 



 

 They would welcome the project. 

 They would hold a subsequent meeting with other villagers and stakeholders who were 

not present to discuss where it would be located among other concerns. 

 The administrators should follow up and give them details of when the project is intended 

to start. 

 

A session started to discuss their other social issues between the administrators and residents 

The baraza was closed with a word of prayer. 

 

Below is the list of participants for your reference; 



 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Min 05/11/16 – Public Consultation  at Aitong Sub-location, Narok West 

Aitong Market is located in Aitong sub-location in Narok West Sub County. The team which 

headed out for this consultation was Simon Mwangangi (KPLC) and Mercy Towett (KPLC), 

Caroline Kwambo (REA). 

 

Consultations were made between the team and Chief Joseph Nabaala as to the location of the 

public Baraza. He chose a market day when people from far flung areas would congregate in 

Aitong. 

 

Two meetings were held outside the chief’s office, and another at the market place as it was a 

market day. The meeting started with a brief by KPLC and REA the project aims and objectives 

to the area administrator, Chief Joseph Nabaala, and three village elders. He then proceeded to 

summon residents for a meeting outside his office. 

 

The main agenda for the meeting was introduced by the chief , and Simon Mwangangi introduced 

the team, and made the presentation. Due to the shortage of time, the second meeting was held at 

the market place. Introductions and the project presentation was repeated for the benefit of those 

who were not in the first meeting. To disemminate the message easier to the community, the chief 

offered to translate the message. 

 

The meeting sensitized on the mandates of both institutions, to give participants a clear 

understanding of our co-relation in the energy sector. Followed by an introduction of the KOSAP 

Project for Underserved Counties.  

 

We gave information on the background of the project, and aim to provide interventions to increase 

access to electricity services, stimulate growth and reduce poverty in the target areas, while 

promoting the use of green energy. We informed them that their area was identified for this baraza 

by their public administration. We also informed them of the benefits of solar in the environment, 

and the reliability of using it even when others have power supply interuptions. 

 

Chief Nabaala gave us a list of remote, underserved areas that would benefit from this project.  

 



 

Complaints Received:The power supply to the market is interrupted every market day, meaning 

loss of business for garage people welders and others who are dependent on its availability.  Can 

the KPC office choose a different day to interrupt power than when the residents need it most. 

There are other areas in the sub-county in need of electrification. They are; 

1. Olemojok 

2. Oloosokou 

3. Rekero 

4. Endoinyo – erinka 

5. Imbitin 

6. Olesere 

7. Olkuroto 

8. Enkeju – enkorien 

9. Olare - orok 

Below is a list of participants for your reference; 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 

Min  06/11/16    - Public Consultation in Narok Town 



 

The meeting was to be held in the Youth Empowerment Centre Hall in Narok town at 9.00 am.  

The team which headed out for the meeting was Peninah Karomoh and Purtiy Kimotho (REA). 

Roseline Njeru, Simon Mwangangi and Samuel Abaya (KPLC), 

The attendance was quite low thus the team decided not to have the meeting after waiting for 

some hours. The low lack of attendance could have been due to the short notice on the meeting. 

 

Min  07/11/16 - Conclusion. 

The public consultation forum ended on 3rd December. The mandate for the Kenya Off grid Solar 

Access Project was well sensitized to Narok County community. 

 

For the forums which were not able to be done in the local levels, they were done in the sub 

county levels and the government officers requested to inform their communities about KOSAP. 

A recommendation was made that training of local youths on solar Technology be done so that 

they could be on the ground on assisting in maintenance of the Solar Systems once they were 

implemented. 

 

 



 

Annex 12: Minutes of Public Consultation for Taita Taveta County 

 

KENYA OFF-GRID SOLAR ACCESS PROJECT 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION BARAZAS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL & SOCIAL 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK AND RESETLEMENT POLICY FRAMEWORK 

IN TAITA TAVETA COUNTY 

 

22Nd DECEMBER 2016 

 

Min 01/12/16 – A brief about the area of visit (Ngambeni Village) 

Ngambeni Village was identified with the help of the coast regional coordinator Mr. 

Mwamugunda. 

This village is approximately 65KMS from the Maungu along Voi-Mombasa Highway. 

It is in Taita Taveta County, Voi Sub County, Kasigau Location, Rukanga Sublocation. 

The chief in his absence authorized the meeting to be held in Ngambeni Primary school. 

The village, sitting in a rocky terrain is a home to approximately 1000 members, with the nearest 

dispensary being 5KMS away. 

The school has a public borehole which is currently not functional since it was drilled. 

 

Min 02/12/16 – Public Consultations 

The meeting was opened with a word of prayer from a local elder and pastor after which the 

chairman of the community development committee took over. 

He, Mr. Peter Musyoki began by passing the regrets from the area Chief who was attending 

administrative meetings at the DO’s office in Buguta. He however, on behalf of the chief, 

welcomed the REA team and expressed his joy for the visit by REA officers. 

Mr. Musyoki welcomed and introduced the members of the community leadership community 

after which he invited Mr. Owen Chiaji from REA, to explain to the people the purpose of the 

meeting. 

Members of the REA team were introduced. 

We then thanked the local leadership, the people for their cordial and warm welcome despite the 

short notice. 



 

The community was introduced to the KOSAP project and that it was a solar project to enhance 

access to electricity in underserved areas in Kenya. The team introduced the project and that it was 

from the government in collaboration with World Bank. The team also explained how the project 

was still in the planning stages and sites for implementation were yet to be located.  

We informed the community about the five components of the project and how they would gain 

from the project once the project was implemented. We gave information on the background of 

the project, and aim to provide interventions to increase access to electricity services, stimulate 

growth and reduce poverty in the target areas, while promoting the use of green energy. 

The community was positive about the project and wanted to know if they could be able to use the 

eventual power for electric fence to ward off wild life that occasionally roamed and strayed in the 

school, scaring away the children. 

They also wanted to know if the same project would help in pumping of the water from the dormant 

borehole in the school to assist the members cope with the water problems in the area. 

They further wanted to know how much it would cost to have the power, and if this project, when 

implemented would bar them from accessing electricity grid in the long run. 

They further wanted to know the implications of the project on the environment and the livelihood 

of the people. 

 

We assured them of the community participation. 

The community was reminded that the project implementation would be done in a humane way, 

no forcible displacement of individuals if the need for space arises. 

Additionally, we informed them that the implementation cost will be met by the agencies involved 

and as such, the community will not be asked to pay. 

We however urged members of the community to try and ensure they set up small scale business 

enterprises to ensure maximum benefit from the project. They were urged to build “kioks”, which 

would spur economic activities for the youth and women and also assist in poverty alleviation. 

Further, we assured them the borehole, being a public facility would be among the beneficiaries 

of this initiative. 

We assured them that all the public facilities in the locality would benefit from this venture and 

that people needed to seize the moment to make their homes and premises ready for electrification. 

 

However, the utility bills would be met by individual users. 

We urged the community to support the initiative to uplift their living standards, engage in 

economic matters, and improve security and education. 



 

The chairman and the members assured that should REA need space for this project, the 

community is willing to sit down and discuss suitability and availability without problems. 

He assured that there’s sufficient land for development and that once REA was ready, they would 

sit down, consult and agree without any difficulty. 

We promised that REA would constantly engage with members of the Ngambeni Community 

throughout the processes. 

Additionally, we highlighted the available complaints resolution mechanisms to ensure the public 

is fully and efficiently served by REA, giving the available contacts and ways of reaching REA in 

case of any difficulties. 

We also warned against possible fraudsters who take advantage of REA projects to swindle money  

 

 

 

 

Section of the community listening to REA brief 

 

The community leadership, led by charman, 

Mr. Musyoki pause for a group photo at the 

school grounds. 

  

 

 

There being no any other issue, the meeting adjourned at 11.13AM with a word of prayer. 

 

 

Min 03/12/16 – Closing 



 

The chairman gave a vote of thanks and once again assured REA of the support from all the 

community members. He urged REA to speed up its plans and said they were all ready for the 

project if and when REA begins the implementation. 

 

Attendance List. 



 

 



 

 



 

 

Annex 13: Minutes of Public Consultation for Garissa County 

 

KENYA OFF-GRID SOLAR ACCESS PROJECT 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION BARAZAS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL & SOCIAL 

MANAGEMENT AND RESETLEMENT POLICY FRAMEWORKS 

IN GARISSA COUNTY 

 

Garsweino Village, Fafi Constituency 

 

Min 01/1/17 -Courtesy call to Sub county Offices. 

Garissa county is divided into six (6) constituencies as follows; Fafi, Garissa township, Dadaab, 

Ijara, Balambala, and Lagdera. 

We made a courtesy call to Fafi constituency in Bura town. The team met with the Assistant 

County Commissioner, Mr William Njathi. 

A brief introduction was done and the team went ahead to introduce the KOSAP project and their 

intention to hold public consultations (barazas) within the county. Mr William Njathi told us of 

some insecurity issues which were in some parts of the county and advised us against holding 

barazas in those areas (Liboi, Sangailu, Eldera). 

Once we got a suitable area (Garsweino), he advised we go with police officers just as a 

precautionary measure though that area was now safe. He also was glad that such a project was 

underway and promised to accompany us for the baraza. 

The team went ahead and visited the Garsweino village in Bura East Sub county, Fafi Constituency 

and these are the Local Authority officers they interacted with and assisted in mobilizing the 

community for the Baraza 

Name  Position  

William Njathi Assistant County Commissioner  

Aden ShidowDama Chief 

Muse Dahir Assistant Chief 

Jibrili Ibrahim Village Kadhi 

 

Min 02/1/17 – Public Consultation in Garsweino 

The baraza (Public Consultation) for Garissa County was held in a center called Garsweino, which 

is about 80 km from the grid network.  



 

This village is made mostly of people of Somali ethnic background who are mostly livestock 

keepers. There are also Pokomos who are farmers. 

Garsweino village is quite far from the grid network and is comprised of about 600 people. The 

community has various public facilities; 

 Primary School – Garsweino Primary School 

 Dispensary 

 Mosque 

The KOSAP team proceeded to the meeting accompanied by the Assistant County Comissioner 

and Police Officers. 

The meeting started with a prayer then the Assistant Chief (Muse Dahir)  introducing his Senior 

chief (Aden Shidow) who then took to introducing the Assistant County Commissioner ( Mr. 

William Njathi) then finally welcomed the KOSAP team to the meeting.  

The KOSAP team was warmly welcomed by the community. For efficient communication, the 

chief assisted in translating to the local dialect during the sensitization. 

After introductions, the community was introducedto the KOSAP projectand that it was a solar 

project to enhance access to electricity in underserved areas in Kenya. The team introduced the 

project and that it was from the government in collaboration with World Bank. The team also 

explained how the project was still in the planning stages and sites for implementation were yet to 

be located. 

The community was informed of the five components of the project and how they would gain from 

the project once the project was implemented.We gave information on the background of the 

project, and aim to provide interventions to increase access to electricity services stimulate growth 

and reduce poverty in the target areas, while promoting the use of green energy. 

 Once the ESMF and RPF components were discussed to the community, they had several 

questions as follows; 

Question 1: Will the community pay for the consumption of this electricity regularly like that of 

the grid? 

Response: The project is still in the planning stages and some of such logistics are yet to be 

finalized. 

Question 2: When will the project be implemented and will their youth be employed in helping 

with implementation, if possible the project is implemented with haste after the public 

consultation. 

Response: The exact start date could not be said for sure but as for employment the youth could 

be trained to assist in the maintenance of the systems. 

 



 

Min 03/1/17 – Matters Arising from the Public Consultation 

The Assistant County Commissioner talked to the community on some of the issues affecting the 

community; 

 He encouraged the community to be vigilant in maintaining security and that if a stranger 

is seen in the locality they should go ahead to enquire of his intentions and who he is. 

 He encouraged the parents to ensure their children go to school for them to have a bright 

future. 

 The parents should not hesitate to take their children to school due to lack of food, since 

there is a government project being rolled out to provide food to schools. 

 Chief garsweino welcoming KOSAP team 

 

 

 

Min 04/1/17 – Closing of the Public Consultation. 

There being no other issues, the meeting came to a close by a word of prayer 

Attached are copies of attendance list for reference. 

 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



 

Annex 14: Minutes of Public Consultation for Tana River County 

 

KENYA OFF-GRID SOLAR ACCESS PROJECT 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION BARAZAS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL & SOCIAL 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK AND RESETLEMENT POLICY FRAMEWORK IN 

TANA RIVER COUNTY 

 

Waldena Village, Galole Constituency. 

 

Min 01/1/17–Overview of Tana River County 

Tana River county is divided into three (3) constituencies as follows; Galole, Garsen, and Bura 

Tana River County is found in the former coast province. It is a dry county and is prone to drought. 

Heavy rain falls tend to cause floods regularly. 

The ethnic groups are the Pokomo who are farmers and the Orma and Wardey who are 

predominantly nomadic. 

Min 02/1/17 - Courtesy call to Sub county Offices. 

The county headquarters of Tana River County are in Hola. The team made a courtesy call to the 

county offices in Hola town. The team met with the Deputy County Commissioner, (Mr Michael 

Kioni). 

A brief introduction was done and the team went ahead to introduce the KOSAP project and their 

intention to hold public consultations (barazas) within the county. Mr Kioni welcomed us to the 

county and led us to the County Commissioner office (Mr Isaiah Nakoru). 

Mr Isaiah Nakoru was pleased that Tana River was among the counties being considered. He also 

had some questions; 

 When would the project would be implemented? 

 Which specific villages were to benefit from the project? 

The commissioner; Mr Nakoru, informed us that he was holding a meeting with all the chiefs in 

the county. We requested him to pass the information about KOSAP project so as to assist us in 

reaching the off grid villages in the county. He agreed and gave us the go ahead to hold our baraza. 

The team went ahead and visited Waldena village in Galole Constituency and these are the Local 

Authority officers they interacted with and assisted them in mobilizing the community for the 

Baraza. 

Min 03/1/17 – Public Consultation in Waldena 



 

The baraza (Public Consultation) for Tana River County was held in a village called Waldena.  

Waldena village is quite far from the grid network (130 Km) and is comprised of about 1000 

people. The community has various public facilities; 

 Primary School – Waldena Primary School 

 Health centre 

 Administration Police post 

 Secondary school 

 Market for sale of animals 

 Mosque 

 Guest rooms for visitors 

The KOSAP team proceeded to the meeting which started with the Assistant Chief (Hassan 

bosharo) introducing his senior chief (Yusuf Hanti) who then welcomed the KOSAP team to the 

meeting.  

After introductions, the community was introduced to the KOSAP project and that it was a solar 

project to enhance access to electricity in underserved areas in Kenya. The team introduced the 

project and that it was from the government in collaboration with World Bank. The team also 

explained how the project was still in the planning stages and sites for implementation were yet to 

be located. 

The community was informed of the five components of the project and how they would gain from 

the project once the project was implemented. We gave information on the background of the 

project, and aim to provide interventions to increase access to electricity services stimulate growth 

and reduce poverty in the target areas, while promoting the use of green energy. 

 Once the ESMF and RPF components were discussed to the community, they had several 

questions as follows; 

 

Question 1: How much will the community pay for consumption of the electricity? 

Response: The project is still in the planning stages and some of such logistics are yet to be 

finalized. 

Question 2: When will the project be implemented?  

Response: The exact start date could not be said yet 

Question 3: Will there be employment opportunities for the youth? 

Response: The youth could be trained to assist in the maintenance of the systems. 

Min 04/1/17 – Closing 

1. Community agreed they would welcome the project 

The baraza was closed with a word of prayer from one of the community member. 



 

Below, find copies of the attendance list for reference. 

 

Waldena chief welcoming KOSAP team 

 

 

REA team addressing waldena community    

 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

Annex 15: Minutes of Public Consultation for Kilifi County 

 

KENYA OFF-GRID SOLAR ACCESS PROJECT 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION BARAZAS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL & SOCIAL 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK AND RESETLEMENT POLICY FRAMEWORK 

IN KILIFI COUNTY 

 

Bombi, Magarini Constituency 

 

Min 01/1/17–Overview of Kilifi County 

Kilifi County is divided into seven (7) constituencies as follows; Kilifi North, Kilifi South, Ganze, 

Magarini, Rabai, Kaloleni and Malindi 

Kilifi County was formed by the merging of Kilifi and Malindi districts formerly in Coast province. 

It is located north and north eastern of Mombasa. 

The county has good weather patterns and fertile soil which create great opportunities for 

agriculture particularly dairy and crop farming. 

The ethnic groups are the Orma who are predominantly nomadic and the Giriama who are farmers. 

 

Min 02/1/17 - Public Consultation in Bombi. 

The team was able to secure a meeting in a village called Bombi, which is in lango Baya Division, 

Chakama location, Magarini Constituency. 

 

The public consultation was held in Bombi primary School Compound. The Local Authority 

officers we interacted with and assisted us in mobilizing the community for the Baraza are; 

Bombi village, though being quite far from the grid network ( 60 Km) has an averagely large 

number of residents. It also has various public facilities; 

2. Primary School – Bombi Primary School 

3. Dispensary 

4. church 

The KOSAP team proceeded to the meeting which started with the Assistant Chief (Raymond 

Fondo) introducing his senior chief (Solomon Kitsao) who then introduced the Head teacher of 

Bombi Primary (Dickson Masha) and finally welcomed the KOSAP team to the meeting.  



 

 

After introductions, the community was introduced to the KOSAP project and that it was a solar 

project to enhance access to electricity in underserved areas in Kenya. The team introduced the 

project and that it was from the government in collaboration with World Bank. The team also 

explained how the project was still in the planning stages and sites for implementation were yet to 

be located. 

 

The community was informed of the five components of the project and how they would gain from 

the project once the project was implemented. We gave information on the background of the 

project, and aim to provide interventions to increase access to electricity services stimulate growth 

and reduce poverty in the target areas, while promoting the use of green energy. 

 

Once the ESMF and RPF components were discussed to the community, they had several questions 

as follows; 

Question 1: How much will the community pay for consumption of the electricity? 

Response: The project is still in the planning stages and some of such logistics are yet to be 

finalized. 

Question 2: If one is 3km away will he be able to benefit from the project? 

Response: This could be possible if the component of standalone solar systems for homes is 

implemented 

Question 3: Will there be employment opportunities for the youth? 

Response: The youth could be trained to assist in the maintenance of the systems. 

 

Min 03/1/17 – Matters arising from the Public Consultation 

The Assistant Chief welcomed and IEBC official who urged the community to register for voting. 

The Chief then talked to the community on some of the issues affecting the community; 

5. Parents were urged to take their children to school when they reach the right age instead of 

staying home with them. 

6. Parents were also requested to get the birth certificates of their children early enough so as to 

ease registration of class eight candidates. 

7. So as to ensure all children go to school, the heads of “nyumba kumi” were to register names 

of all children and give to village elders for follow up and for enrollment of more pupils to 

the school. 



 

Min 04/1/17 – Closing 

8. The chief made a special request that if the village was to benefit from the project they would 

like the component of solar water pumping for irrigation to be given the first priority. 

9. Community was eager to have the project. 

The Public Consultation was closed with a word of prayer from one of the community member. 

Below, find copies of the attendance list for reference. 

 

 Assistant chief Bombi 

  

 

 

 Attendance list 



 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

  



 

 

Annex 16: Minutes of Public Consultation for Kwale County 

 

KENYA OFF-GRID SOLAR ACCESS PROJECT 

PUBLIC CONSULTATION BARAZAS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL & SOCIAL 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK AND RESETLEMENT POLICY FRAMEWORK 

IN KWALE COUNTY 

 

16TH – 21ST JANUARY 2017 

 

Min 1: 17/01/17 - Courtesy call to County Commissioners Office, Kwale.   

We first made a courtesy call to the Kwale County commissioner Mr. Kutswa Olaka.  He was 

away from office and we were received by his deputy Mr. Mwangi Kahiro. We informed him on 

the KOSAP project, and the benefits it will bring to residents who are in areas that will be identified 

for implementation. We also told him of our expectation for positive participation from the 

community such as giving wayleaves consent, and any other support that will be requested in the 

course of implementation. He assured us of their support. 

 

Min 2: 17/01/17 - Courtesy call to Minister for Lands and Energy, Kwale.  

We made a courtesy call to Hon. Majimbo, Minister for Lands and Energy, Kwale County to 

discuss the intent of the KOSAP project, and get guidance in identifying the most under-served 

areas. He said there are many areas that would meet the threshold of the Kosap Project, but singled 

out Nyango in Kinango, and Majongani- Mtsunga in Lunga Lunga. The REA supervisor had 

earlier contacted an MCA in Lunga Lunga who had identified Chindi, and went on to call for a 

baraza.  

 

Public barazas were agreed upon with the minister and he informed the sub-county administrators 

for these areas to accompany us. We decided to have all three barazas and report back on them. 

Hon Majimbo promised to hold meetings with his officers to confirm exact location of the projects, 

which will not be in conflict with the communities or compromise the future of the project. 

 

He informed us that Mtsunga is located on community land (Mwereni Group Ranch) under the 

County Govt. but Chindi is on Lunga Lunga Ranch Co. which is private land under lease and has 

6 years to go before expiry. 



 

 

Min 3: 19/01/17 – Public Baraza – Mtsunga, Lunga Lunga 

Mtsunga is a dusty village in Lunga Lunga, which residents have divided into 3 sections under the 

Numba Kumi Initiative, Mtzunga(A)  Majongani(B) and Kwa Ndoro(C). 

 

Mtsunga has about approx. 350 households, Majongani 137, and Kwa Ndoro 75. 

Economic activities are maize farming, charcoal burning and livestock rearing.  

 

Public Facilities available are a few water pans. They sank a borehole but the water was saline. 

Nearest health facility is at Kilimangodo 35km away. Mwagulu 42km away in the other direction. 

The primary school is electrified. Nearest powerline is 56km away. 

The meeting was started with prayers and followed with a welcome to the meeting by a village 

elder. The village administrator Chaniro Ngome addressed the crowd on development issues in the 

region such as recently constructed roads.  

 

We had briefed the Deputy county commissioner Edward Chibu on the project during a courtesy 

call to his office. He addressed the group and introduced the project to them, talked about the 

benefits that would come to the community. He talked about our expectations of wayleaves 

acquisition and the need for the community to avail land for the project. He also talked about other 

issues that are not relevant to this kosap such as voter registration. He then invited the REA 

supervisor in Kwale, Henry Nyapara to address the people. 

 

Henry introduced the REA and asked if anyone had heard about us. No-one had. He introduced 

our mandate, our working arrangement with KPC so that residents can understand what we do. He 

also told them of the  acutal projects we have undertaken in Lunga Lunga, especially schools and 

informed them that our projects were critical to the implementation of the govt funded school 

digitisation project. He explained about power usage requirements for boreholes, dometic use, and 

how they will be able to benefit if the project is located there.  

 

Then REA’s Caroline Kwambo then introduced the KOSAP project, and the reason why we had 

requested for a consultative baraza with the community. She also informed them that we had the 

blessings of the county government through the Min for lands and energy. She also made it clear 

that this was an initial stage and the decision to locate the project will be in the hands of the 

financiers. This was a preliminary meeting to collect facts and the needs of the people. She told 

them that they could change their incomes by having activities using solar power such as 

preservation of produce, water pumping for irrigation. Power in any location also attracts 



 

investments, and the existence of other public facilities such as dispensaries, and micro enterprises 

such as welding, garages, posho mills, salons, and all these contirbute to the existence of a more 

vibrant infrastructure such as transport. She then sought to know if the residents were receptive to 

the KOSAP project if it were to be located there, if there was availability of land and where it 

would be best located. 

 

She told them how to make any further queries, complaints and concerns that may arise throught 

he village elders or county administators who will know how to contact us.  

 

An open Question and Answer session then followed. 

Question 1: Where would this land be best located for security reasons? 

Response:  It will be located in the most central part of the village and will be secured. However, 

the participation of the community in securing the project material is essential e.g. through their 

already established ‘nyumba kumi’ structure and other community policing initiatives. 

Question 2: Will extending the power from the mini-grid to their homes bear a cost to the 

beneficiaries and if so how much? 

Response: The financier (World Bank) wishes to improve livelihoods of people in underserved 

areas. It understands their financial constraints, and will try as much as possible not to pass costs 

to the people. However at this point, we will communicate your concerns to the project officials 

and you will be given further guidelines in subsequent meetings or communication. 

 

Question 3: Will there be monthly charges for consumption? 

Response:  As said earlier, we will forward your queries to those charged with implementation, 

and you will be adviced during subsequent meetings on charges.  

 

Question 4: Does solar power have any adverse effects on humans or livestock?  

Response: No :  Solar is green energy and is clean energy. However, caution must be taken in the 

use of electricity irrespective of the source of generation. 

 

Question 5: Being a solar project, will it be affected by rain? Will it still generate power during 

the rainy season or will they revert to darkness? 

Response: There are different solar appliances but the ones used will still generate power even 

during the rainy season.  



 

An elders interjected and said it is rare that they ever have a day without sun. 

 

Question 6: Will they be issued with meters or will consumption be free? 

Response: The comment has been noted and forwarded for advice. 

 

Question 7: Will powerlines run overhead or underground 

Response:. Overhead, and hence the need to grant wayleaves consent. 

 

Question 8: Will residents get employment from the project? 

Response:  For non-skilled work, the contractors are encouraged to employ people from the 

community. 

 

The sub-county administrator then took over to get those answers from the community, sometimes 

using the local dialect.  

 

Their Resolution; 

10. The community present said they would support the project  

11. They pledged to donate community land for the project. 

o  They requested that all residents from the three sections should benefit from the 

project. For those on the fringes of the community, single solar units to be 

considered 

 



 

Caroline Kwambo (REA) and  Sub-county Commissioner Edward Chibu speaking during KOSAP 

baraza in   Mutsunga Majongani, Lunga Lunga 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

Min 04: 19/01/17 – Public Baraza – Chindi, Lunga Lunga 

Chindi  is a settlement in Lunga Lunga with a multi-cultural composition of Duruma, Samburu, 

Kamba communities. It is located on Lunga Lunga Ranch Co.  

**The minister for lands and energy informed us it is private land under lease and has approx. 6 

years to before expiry. But the area MCA had already called for a baraza, and we decided to attend 

out of courtesy. 

Being an election year, the leaders spent some time addressing issues such as voter registration, 

and introduction of a polling station nearer to chindi.  

Chaniro Ngome acted as the master of ceremony. He first introduced issues affecting the 

community such as roads, health , electricity and water. He said a dispensary was to be built for 

them. 

Edward chibu, introduced rea, our mandate and the agenda for our visit.  He invited the MCA Mr. 

Pojo to address the crowd. 

Pojo expressed their appreciation to REA for electrifying schools in the area, but complained that 

the solar at Chindi primary goes off after one to to hours of use in the evening. That was not 

suffecient for evening preps. 

He said his home is electrified and he knows the immense benefits of power in the house, from 

phone charging to using technology, and wished the people of chindi would benefit in the same 

way. He said the project will likewise help those who do not have such access. They have a large 

tract of land and is sparsely populated, and therefore will provide land for the [project. They urged 

us to move swiftly to start implementation. He said a hospital will be constructed soon. 

Mr chibu then gave REA chance to address the crowd, and we presented as in the earlier baraza. 

Henri of REA in addition promised to sort the problem of the solar at Chindi primary and explained 

why. Initially, they would put many sockets in the classroom which is where the stored power 

energises. Few batteries were left for lighting purposes. He will ensure a reversal of the situation 

so the project can sustain even preps.  

We also sensitised them on where and how to lodge any complaints or queries including 

malfunctions of REA project equipment and informed them of the excistence of a coast office. We 

asked them to forward any concern or queries through the village elders, who will contact their 

leaders who can reach us easily. 

The following was the question and answer session; 

 Question 1: Where will the project be located? 

Response:  We are collecting basic information. Decision on location of projects will be made by 

the financiers after other surveys and considerations.  



 

Question 2: If they get the project, they hope to buy electrical appliances e.g. Fridges,. During the 

rainy season, will they have to buy standby generators to continue using them 

Response: No. the project should be able to generate power even during such seasons as Lunga 

Lunga experiences sunny spells most of the year. 

Question 3: How will the costs of electrification be distributed? 

Response:  The financier will fund the project cost but any costs to the beneficiary will be 

communicated in due course. We will forward your queries for further advice. 

Question 4: Who will foot the cost of wiring in houses? 

Response: Wiring of premises is undertaken by you the beneficiary. 

Question 5: How much space do you need for this project?  

Response: The project managers/engineers will determine the size of the KOSAP project and the 

size of area required. They will then advice through your county administration and will inform 

you in subsequent meetings 

Question 6: Will REA the land for the project or will the community have to donate it? 

Response: The MCA decided to answer. He asked him “someone is coming from so far and using 

their resources to make our lives better. Do you still expect them to buy the land?” Other residents 

said no. 

Question 7: Jane Musyoka, a resident  asked what was the size of the project and how many homes 

would benefit. 

Response:. This is an initial meeting to collect basic information for onward transmission to the 

project managers. The size will be determined later from information gathered. 

Question 8: Ruba Mavoo. When will the project start? 

Response:  This is an initial meeting to identify underserved areas and consult with residents. The 

location and implementation of the project still has more surveys to be done so we will not give a 

timeline on behalf of the World Bank. 

Their Resolution; 

 The community supported the project  

 They pledged to donate land for the project. 

 They pledged to give wayleaves consent in order to benefit. 

 

The meeting closed with a word of prayer from a Muslim resident. 

 



 

 



 

 

 



 

 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 



 

MCA Kassim Pojo addressing the crowd at Chindi 

 

Min 5  :  20/01/17 – Public Baraza, Nyango , Kinango   

Nyango is a village in  Kinango Constituency in Lunga Lunga. The team which headed out for this 

consultation was (REA) Henry Nyapara Kwale County supervisor and Caroline Kwambo.  

 

It is accessible by turning off the Nairobi Mombasa highway at Samburu trading centre, and is a 

distance of approx. 101km from the tarmac. The nearest point to connect to the national grid is 

approx. 50km called Vingurungani. 

 

The dominant community here are Samburu, Duruma and Kamba people. The community has 

approx. 3,000 inhabitants. One homestead may have a head of the household, with multiple wives 

average (6) and children. 

 

Their economy is largely livestock rearing and currently ravaged by drought. 

Meeting Summary: 

The participants in all three meetings resolved to welcome and support the project, by not only 

offering land, but also granting wayleaves consent. 

The Minister for Lands and Energy will assist in securing the necessary land and confirm 

ownership status.  To hold a subsequent meeting with other officials to update them on KOSAP. 

 

Min  06/01/17 - Conclusion. 

The public consultation forum ended on 20th January 2017. The mandate for the Kenya Off grid 

Solar Access Project was well sensitized to Kwale County Government, County Administration, 

and communities identified in the preliminary areas. 

Their main request is that KOSAP can consider all areas identified to help change their lives and 

get an alternate source of income.   



 

       

Henry Nyapara addressing Nyango residents       Nyango MCA Mr. Dawa Ngome addresses 

crowd 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 



 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Annex 17: Minutes of Public Consultation for Turkana County 

 

KENYA OFF-GRID SOLAR ACCESS PROJECT  

PUBLIC CONSULTATION BARAZAS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL & SOCIAL 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK AND RESETLEMENT POLICY FRAMEWORK  

IN 

TURKANA COUNTY 

KANGAKIPUR 

Min 01/21/17 – A brief about the area of visit (Kangakipur) 

 

Kangakipur Village was identified with the help of the Turkana regional coordinator Mr. 

Kosgei. 

This village is approximately 54KMS from Lokichar town. 

It is within Turkana County, Kalapata Ward, Turkana South Sub County. 

Among the facilities in the village include: 

12. Kangangipur Primary School 

13. Ward Admin Office 

14. Kanagangipur ECD 

15. Two Boreholes 

The village is a home to approximately one thousand households. 

 

Min 02/21/17 – Public Consultations 

The meeting began with a word of prayer after which the church leader welcomed both the 

members of the community, REA and Kenya Power Staff. 

A brief introduction was conducted after which REA staff were invited to take over the 

proceedings. 

We then thanked the local leadership, the people for their cordial and warm welcome despite the 

short notice. 

 



 

The community was introduced to the KOSAP project and that it was a solar project to enhance 

access to electricity in underserved areas in Kenya. The team introduced the project and that it was 

from the government in collaboration with World Bank. The team also explained how the project 

was still in the planning stages and sites for implementation were yet to be located.  

We informed the community about the five components of the project and how they would gain 

from the project once the project was implemented. We gave information on the background of 

the project, and aim to provide interventions to increase access to electricity services, stimulate 

growth and reduce poverty in the target areas, while promoting the use of green energy. 

Given the arid nature of the region, we highlighted the robust potential of the area for economic 

purposes and explained the related development that would come with the electrification of 

Kangakipur. 

 

This project after implementation, we noted would not only expand the capacity of the region 

economically but also help improve the security situation. 

Members of the community expressed their excitement about the project and reiterated their 

willingness to support its implementation. 

The community stated that there would be no shortage of land to assist in the realization of the 

project. 

 

We sought to assure the members that the implementation of the project would not interfere with 

their way of life and environment. 

 

We assured them of the community participation and consultation once the project commences. 

The community was reminded that the project implementation would be done in a humane way, 

no forcible displacement of individuals if the need for space arises. 

Additionally, we informed them that the implementation cost will be met by the agencies involved 

and as such, the community will not be asked to pay. 

 

A lot of emphasis was put on the community to try and set up small scale businesses such as food 

cafes, shops, barber shops among other economically viable enterprises with the youth at the 

forefront. 

 

We assured them that all the public facilities in the locality would benefit from this venture and 

that people needed to seize the moment to make their homes and premises ready for electrification. 



 

 

We urged the community to support the initiative to uplift their living standards, engage in 

economic matters, and improve security and education. 

 

Additionally, we highlighted the available complaints resolution mechanisms to ensure the public 

is fully and efficiently served by REA, giving the available contacts and ways of reaching REA in 

case of any difficulties. 

 

We also warned against possible fraudsters who take advantage of REA projects to swindle money 

from unsuspecting villagers. 

 

Section of the community listening to REA brief at Kangakipur Catholic Church 

 

Min 03/21/17 – Public Consultations 

 

There being no any other issue, the meeting adjourned at 12.20 PM with a word of prayer. 

 

Attached: 

Attendance List. 



 

 

 

 



 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

Annex 18: Minutes of Public Consultation for West Pokot County 

 

KENYA OFF-GRID SOLAR ACCESS PROJECT  

PUBLIC CONSULTATION BARAZAS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL & SOCIAL 

MANAGEMENT FRAMEWORK AND RESETLEMENT POLICY FRAMEWORK  

IN 

WEST POKOT COUNTY 

NORTH POKOT SUB COUNTY 

KACHELIBA CONSTITUENCY 

SUAM WARD, KOPULIO LOCATION 

KANYERUS SUB LOCATION 

 

EMBERS PRESENT 

NO NAME ORGANIZATION 

1 Owen Chiaji REA-Communications 

2 Moses Nyabera REA-HR&Admin 

3 Stephen Magembe REA-Design 

 

Min 01/24/17 – A brief about the area of visit (Kanyerus Village) 

This village was identified for KOSAP by REA West Pokot County Supervisor Mr. Pokoto as a 

place in dire need of power because of its prioximity to the grid and the arid nature. 

Kanyerus Village, is in West Pokot County, North Pokot Sub County, Suam ward in location of 

Kopulio. 

 

It is approximately 67 Kms from Kapenguria town, 34 Kms from Kacheliba on the Kenya-Uganda 

border wet of Mount Elgon. 

 



 

The meeting was arranged and presided over by both the Senior Chief and the representative of 

area MP, Mr. Lomaruk Stephen and Thomas. 

 

Min 02/24/17 – Public Consultations 

Mr. Kassim Chemaswet, the village coordinator opened with a word of prayer.  

Area Senior Chief in Charge of Kopulio Location expressed his gratitude for the visit by REA. He 

introduced the members of his administration and the village members before inviting the 

representative of the area Member of Parliament to address the community and welcome REA. 

 

He said theirs was a prayer answered since the area has suffered neglect for many decades, 

originally because of its proximity to the Uganda Border but also the continued conflict that had 

rendered it inhabitable and unfit for settlement. 

 

He however expressed hope following recent peace that has prevailed, allowing people to settle in 

the area. 

 

He however noted that development is slow in terms of roads network and electrification in 

addition to water scarcity. 

 

We thanked the Chief and his team for mobilization. We also hailed the office of the area NP for 

being on hand to receive and coordinate our visit. 

 

We assured the community of the government’s determination to uplift the living standards of all  

Ours was to introduce to them, the KOSAP project. 

 

We explained that it was a solar project meant to enhance access to electricity in underserved areas 

in Kenya. We introduced the project and that it was from the government in collaboration with 

World Bank. We also explained how the project was still in the planning stages and sites for 

implementation were yet to be located.  

 

We informed the community about the components of the project, how they would gain from the 

project once the project was implemented. We provided information on the background of the 



 

project, and aim to provide interventions to increase access to electricity services, stimulate growth 

and reduce poverty in the target areas, while promoting the use of green energy. 

 

We assured them that once the implementation began, the people stood to benefit massively, both 

individual homes, businesses and public facilities. 

Given the areas proximity to the Kenya-Uganda border, the development could further be given a 

boost by cross border trade. 

 

We encouraged entrepreneurship among youth and women, to ensure maximum benefit when the 

project is rolled out. 

 

We urged the community to support the initiative to uplift their living standards, engage in 

economic matters, and improve security and education. 

It was equally important to explain the available complaints resolution mechanisms to ensure the 

public is fully and efficiently served by REA, giving the available contacts and ways of reaching 

REA in case of any difficulties. 

 

 

Members of the Community at the Chiefs Office, Kanyerus 

 

There being no any other issue, the meeting adjourned at 3.45 PM. 

 



 

Min 03/24/17 – Closing 

The chief gave a vote of thanks and once again assured REA of the support from all the community 

members. 

He asked Mr. Kassim, chairman of Nyumba Kumi initiative, to give final remarks. 

Attached:  

Attendance List. 

 



 

 

 

 


